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Coup-koo? 


Coup d'etat In America. By 

Michael Canfield and Alan J. 

Webernian. The Third Press. 314 

pages. $11.95. 

by William Nlederkorn 

* The acronym of “Coup d’etat In 
America,” rather heavy- 
handedly displayed on the title 
page and dust jacket, is CIA. It is 
a clue to the method as well as the 
content of the book. 

The content is the presentation 
of a theory that the assassination 
of President Kennedy was planned 
and carried out by “experts within 
the Central Intelligence Agency.” 
The theory attempts to implicate 
former CIA operatives E. Howard 
Hunt and Frank A. Sturgis by 
placing them at the scene of 
Kennedy’s murder. 

The theory also attempts to 
show that: 

• Lee Harvey Oswald was a CIA 
agent and a patsy. 

• Jack Ruby was a “Syndicate 
boss” who got the contract on 
Oswald to prevent the assasin from 
revealing his CIA connection. 

• Kennedy was killed because 
he was responsible for the failure 
of the Bay of Pigs invasion. - 

And it is a given that you .in’- 
believe what anybody says ,ii*. . 
the assassination who speak' ;«• 
the Warren Commission or the 
Rockefeller Commission or has the 
vaguest sort of connections with 
the CIA or the high-ups in the 
Republican Party. 


The method of “Coup" is to 
chart every scrap of circumstantial 
evidence to back up the theory, 
and it Canfield and Webernian 
have proven nothing else they’ve 
shown beyond any shadow of a 
doubt that there is a lot of circum- 
stantial evidence.. 

Some of the circumstantial evi- 
dence is almost as circumstantial 
as the book’s acronymic title. 
Three “tramps” caught in a 
boxcar near the assassination are 



theoretically the assassins. Several 
photographs are presented which 
are supposed to show that two of 
the tramps are Sturgis and Hunt. 
An acetate overlay is used to 
superimpose pictures of Sturgis 
and Hunt over pictures of these 
tramps. Now anyone who really 
wants to believe that these are 
pictures of Hunt and Sturgis will 
probably be convinced by looking 
at this visual aid, but anyone who 
does not want to believe it will say 


it’s a lot of malarkey. And anyone i 
who doesn’t have a bias one way or 
the other will probably still feel the 
same way after looking the pic- 
tures over carefully. 

The problem of the photographs 
is further complicated by the fact 
that they aren’t very good. In 
particular, the character who is 
supposed to look like Hunt is not 
very visible in any of the pictures 
and not visible at all in many of 
them. But Canfield and Weber- 
man have an answer for this, too. 
They say that the “Oldman 
tramp” (the one supposed to be 
Hunt) is deliberately hiding be- - 
hind the other tramps. 

One has to make a distinction 
here between the methods used in 
“Coup” and the still-unresolved 
theories lingering on after the 
assassination. The former deserve, 
in large part, complete reproba- 
tion. Journalistically speaking they 
are shoddy at best.' The latter 
however deserve more looking 
into. More professionally docu- 
mented and researched accounts 
such as Mark Lane’s “Rush to 
Judgment” and his ongoing efforts 
to get Congress to reopen the 
Warren Commission investigation 
make av much more convincing 
•case than “Coup.” • 

Overwritten in ^parts, too 
sketchy in others — poor style, as 1 
\well as questionable content make 
one hesitate to recommend the 
book at the price of $1 1 .95. But it 
may well make provocative read- 
ing for a certain type of person. 
And if it serves to further public 
concern for a more thorough 
accounting of the Kennedy 
tragedy, it will have achieved a 
high purpose. 



